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Amendments to the Claims: 

This listing of claims will replace all prior versions, and listings, of claims 
in the application: 

1 . (Currently amended) A processor-based method of combining valuations 
of multiple choices from each of multiple evaluators, the method comprising: 

for each evaluator, 

sorting the choroes into an order that indicates preference; 
determining interval, sizes between choice valuations; 
obtaining a rank for each interval size; and 

using interval size ranlcs. at least in part to determine an evaluator 
score for each choice; and 
combining evaluator scores for each choice to determine, at least in part, 

an overall score for each choic e: and 
presenting to a user a list of choices ordered in accordance with the 

overall scores . 

2. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein said obtaining a rank for each 
interval size comprises ranking inten/al sizes from smallest to largest. 

3. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein said using interval size ranks 
to detemnine an evaluator score for each choice comprises: 

associating a predetermined score with a first choice; and 
iteratively calculating a score for each subsequent choice by combining 
the score of a preceding choice with an increment based on the 
rank of the interval size between the preceding choice and said 
subsequent choice. 

4. (Original) The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

determining equivalence classes for choices based on choice valuations, 
wherein said determining equivalence classes precedes said 
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obtaining a rank for each intervar size, and wherein said obtaining 
a rank for each interval size involves obtaining a rank for each 
interval size between valuations associated with different 
equivalence classes; 
calculating scores for equivalence classes based on said interval size 
ranks; and 

associating the score for each equivalence class with each choice that is 
a member of that equivalence class. 

5. (Original) The method of claim 4, wherein said detennining equivalence 
classes is based on a statistical interval distribution. 

6. (Original) The method of claim 4, wherein said detennining equivalence 
classes is based on a predetennined minimum interval size. 

7. (Original) The method of claim 4, further comprising: generating a 
valuation to associate with each equivalence class by operating on the one or 
more valuations associated with the one or more choices in that equivalence 
class, said operating using an operator from a group consisting of: 

an arithmetic mean of the one or more valuations; 
a geometric mean of the one or more valuations; 
a harmonic mean of the one or more valuations; 
a root mean square of the one or more valuations; 
a median of the one or more valuations; 

a value corresponding to a predetennined percentile among the one or 

more valuations; 
a most frequent valuation of the one or more valuations; 
a most frequent valuation detemiined within a predetennined precision; 
a maximum of the one or more valuations; and 
a minimum of the one or more valuations. 
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8. (Original) The method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

assigning an adverse valuation to each choice not evaluated by a given 
evaluator, wherein the adverse valuation indicates that the choice 
is less preferred than the least preferred choice evaluated by the 
given evaluator, and wherein the adverse valuation separates the 
choice from the least preferred choice by an interval greater than 
each other interval between adjacent choice valuations. 

9. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein said ranking includes: 
assigning equalized ranl^s to intervals that are substantially equal. 

10. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein the overall score for each 
choice is a weighted or unweighted sum of evaluator scores for that choice. 

11. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein said combining includes: 
scaling evaluator scores to a uniform range. 

12. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein said combining includes: 
scaling evaluator scores to provide each evaluator with an equal sum of 

evaluator scores. 



1-3. (Original) The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

selecting a predetemiined number of choices having the most favorable 
overall scores. 

14. (Original) The method of daim 1 . further comprising: 

selecting from a group of choices a predetemiined number of choices 
having the most favorable overall scores. 
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1 6. (Original) The method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

sorting the choices according to the overall score determined for each 
choice. 

16. (Original) The method of claim 1, wherein at least one of the evaluators 

is selected from a group consisting of: 

a provider of values derived from sensor measurements, 

a provider of values derived from performance measurements. 

a provider of values derived from solicited personal opinions, 

a provider of values derived by a Bayesian network, 

a provider of values derived by a decision tree, 

a provider of values derived by an evolved algorithm, 

a provider of values derived by a neural network, 

a provider of values derived by a fitness estimator, and 

a provider of values derived from complexity measurements. 

17. (Original) The method of claim 1. wherein each choice represents an 
altemative from a group consisting of: 

classifications of an item; 

candidate solutions to a problem; 

contest competitors; and 

features to be used for classification. 

18. (Currently amended) A system for combining valuations of multiple 
choices from each of multiple evaluator s. wherein fh^ rh^i^oo are diff^r^nt 
classification^ and the valuations reor^^pnt p,.,hobilities fh«t ^ wok o»t^ 
belongs that classificattnn the system comprising: 

a processor; and 

a memory coupled to the processor and configured to provide the 
processor with software that configures the processor to iterate 
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through the multiple evaluators. and for each evaluator configures 
the processor to; 

obtain ranks of rntervafs bet«veen a valuation-oitiered group of choices 

anri ' 

winter 

determine a score for each choice from the interval ranksOl 
wh n rrin tho coflw u m f.rth o r co n fiyu .c m fho proo o Gc u. lu - c^mbine choice 
scores for each evaluator to obtain an overall score for each 

choic e: and 

select the choice having the hinh^^f o .. o.^ ^ .^...r.^^^^ 

the web site vis jinr 

19. (Original) The system of claim 18, wherein the software further 
configures the processor to retrieve choice valuations from at least one external 
evaluator. 

20. (Original) The system of claim 18. wherein the software further 
configures the processor to operate as at least one evaluator. 

21. (Original) The system of claim 18. wherein the software further 
configures the processor to employ one or more of the choices in a manner 
responsive to the overall scores. 

22. (Original) The system of claim 18. wherein as part of configuring the 
processor to rank intervals, the software configures the processor to assign a 
rank of zero to inten/als of insignrftcant size. 

23. (Original) The system of claim 18. wherein as part of configuring the 
processor to detemiine a score for each choice, the software configures the 
processor to: 

detemiine equivalence classes for choices based on choice valuations 
before obtaining ranks of Intervals, wherein said obtaining 
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comprises finding ranks of the intervals between valuations 

associated writh the equivalence classes; 
calculate scores for equivalence classes based on the interval ranks; and 
associate the score for each equivalence class vwth each choice that is a 

member of that equivalence class. 

24. (Original) The system of claim 18, wherein the software further 
configures the processor to assign an adverse valuation to each of an 
evaluator-s unevaluated choices, wherein the adverse valuation indicates that 
the choice is less prefen^ed than the least preferred choice evaluated by that 
evaluator. and wherein the interval between the least preferred choice and the 
unevaluated choice no smaller than each interval between that evaluator"s 
evaluated choices. 

25. (Original) The system of claim 18, wherein as part of configuring the 
processor to rank intervals, the software configures the processor to assign 
equalized ranks to intervals that are substantially equal. 

26. (Original) The system of claim 18. wherein as part of configuring the 
processor to combine choice scores, the software configures the processor to 
scale choice scores to a uniform range. 

27. (Original) The system of claim 18, wherein as part of configuring the 
processor to combine choice scores, the software configures the processor to 
scale choice scores to provide each evaluator with an equal sum of choice 
scores. 

28. (Original) The system of claim 18. wherein the overall scores for each 
choice are weighted or unweighted sums of the scores for each choice. 
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29. (Currently amended) An evaluation system for ranking a r.nmp ^»yo 

products c omprising- 

a means for determining a valuation by each of multiple evaluators for 
each of multiple eheleee-products. wherein a t teast ona ^wah.^f^r 
detemilnps a valuation repmsftnting revenue and another 
evaluator defemifnaa a valuation re p resenting p rnfif 

a means for ranl<ing intervals between valuatlon-oidered ehelees 
products for each evaluator; 

a means for detennlning eholee^Brady^scores using inten/al ranks for 
each evaluator; 

a means for combining cheiee-BroducLscores to detennine an overall 

score for each cho i o o p roduct : and 
a means for selecting a predetemiined number of eheiee&-et2dussfe.rn 

accordance with their overall scores. 

30. (Currently amended) The method -system of claim 29. wherein said 
means for detennining cheiee -product s cores comprises: 

a means for associating a predetemiined score with a first eheiee 
product : and 

a means for iteratively cateulating a score for each subsequent choice 
firaduct by combining the score of a preceding ©hoiGe-producLwith 
an increment based on the rank of the inten/al size between the 
preceding ehoise-ErgducLand said subsequent ehefee-product. 

31. (Currently amended) An infomiation earner medium configurable to 
provide a computing device wfth software for combining valuations of multiple 
choices from each of multiple evaluators. wherein the software configures the 
computing device to: 

for each evaluator, 

sort the choices into an order that indicates preference; 

determine intewal sizes between choice valuations; 
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obtain a rank for each inten/al size; and 

detennine from the infeival size ranks an evaluator score for each 
choice; €md 

combine evaluator scores for each choice to detemiine an overall score 

for each choic e: and 
display a list of choices orden:^ in accorH^nr^ ^ i.K ^..^^^11 7rnr 



32. 



(Original) The medium of claim 31. wherein as part of configuring the 
computing device to determine an evaluator score for each choice, the software 
configures the computing device to: 

assodate a predetemiined score with a first choice; and 
Iteratively calculate a score for each subsequent choice by combining the 
score of a preceding choice with an increment based on the rank 
of the interval size between the preceding choice and said 
subsequent choice. 

33. (Original) The medium of claim 31. wherein the software further 

configures the computing device to: 

detemnine equivalence classes for choices based on choice valuations 
before obtaining a rank for each interval size, wherein said 
obtaining a rank for each interval size involves obtaining a rank for 
each Interval size between valuations associated with different 
equivalence classes; 

calculate scores for equivalence classes based on said inten/al size 
ranks; and 

associate the score for each equivalence class with each choice that is a 
member of that equivalence class. 
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